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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 25 May 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) I3 Claim(s) 1-5, 7,10-15,17 and 20-24 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 25 May 2007 is/are: a)E3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .1 21 (d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Examiner acknowledges receipt of the RCE filed with the amendment on 
5/25/07. By this amendment, claims 6, 8-9, 16 and 18-19 have been canceled, claim 
24 has been added, and claims 1-5, 7, 10-15, 17, 20-24 are pending in the 
application. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 23 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
In claim 23, line 6, the claimed limitation "one or more indicia" should be "the 
or more indicia". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing oUt and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 23, lines 7-9, the claimed limitation "at least one of the indicia 
associated with the selected objects in the second display image being in a different 
location than the respective location of the selectable object associated with the indicia 
in the first display image" is ambiguous. It is not clear if the at least one of the indicia 
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in the second display image is in a different location than the respective location of the 
selectable object , or the selected objects in the second display image is in a different 
location than the respective location of the selectable object . Further, the limitation 
"the indicia" in line 9 lacks of antecedent basis; and the limitation "location" should 
be "locations". 

In claim 23, lines 1 1-13, the claimed limitation "the location of at least one of 
the indicia associated with the unselected objects in the second display image being in 
a different location than the location of the respective location of the selectable object 
with the indicia in the first display image" is ambiguous. It is not clear if the location 
of at least one of the indicia in the second display image is in a different location than 
the respective location of the selectable object , or the location of the unselected objects 
in the second display image is in a different location than the respective location of the 
selectable object . Further, the limitation "the indicia" in line 13 lacks of antecedent 
basis; and the limitation "location" should be "locations". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent 
or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application 
filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
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designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the 
English language. 

5. Claims 1, 5, 10, 12, 15, 20 and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Angel (U.S. Patent No. 6,695,695). 

Claim 1, Angel discloses a method of conducting a wagering game comprising 
conducting a selection game including displaying a plurality of selectable objects (e.g. 
simulated players 60-64 with five cards dealt 65 as depicted in Fig. 6) superimposed 
over a setting (e.g. on the table as depicted in Fig. 6); selecting one or more of the 
selectable objects and revealing one or more indicia associated with the selected 
objects (e.g. player 60 is selected and cards 65 in the respective player 60 is revealed 
as depicted in Fig. 7; col. 7, lines 7-10); and after completing the selection game, 
displaying a second display image distinct from the first display image and replacing 
the first display image in whole or in part (the second display image as depicted in Fig. 
8), the second display image presenting the selected objects and their associated 
indicia in a first group in a first region (e.g. the selected object 60 and its associated 
indicia 67 as depicted in Fig. 8), the second display image presenting the unselected 
objects and their associated indicia in a second group in a second region separated 
from the first region, the first and second groups being segregated such that the 
objects in the respective first and second groups are not intermingled (e.g. the 
unselected objects 61-64 and their associated cards indicia next to them as depicted 
in Fig. 8). 
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Re claim 5, Angel discloses revealing the indicia in proximity to the respective 
selected objects (e.g. revealing the cards 67 in proximity to the selected player 60 as 
depicted in Fig. 7). 

Re claim 10, Angel discloses presenting the first display image and the second 
display image on a common display 1 (Fig. 1). 

Re claim 12, refer to discussion in claim 1 above. Angel, further, discloses a 
value input device 20 (Fig. 1) for receiving a wager from a player; a display 1 (Fig. 1) for 
presenting a plurality of selectable objects in a first display image; a controller for 
operating the wagering game as claimed (col. 5, lines 48-50). 

Re claim 15, Angel discloses revealing the indicia in proximity to the respective 
selected objects (e.g. revealing the cards 67 in proximity to the selected player 60 as 
depicted in Fig. 7). 

Re claim 20, Angle discloses presenting the second display image on the display 
1 (Fig. 1). 

Re claims 22 and 24, refer to discussion in claim 1 above. 

Re claim 23, Angel discloses a method of conducting a wagering game 
comprising displaying a plurality of selectable objects in a first display image, each of 
the selectable objects having a respective location in the first display image (e.g. 
simulated players 60-64 with five cards dealt 65 as depicted in Fig. 6); selecting one or 
more of the selectable objects and revealing one or more indicia associated with the 
selected objects (e.g. player 60 is selected and cards 65 in the respective player 60 is 
revealed as depicted in Fig. 7; col. 7, lines 7-10); and revealing, in a second display 
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image, the one or more indicia associated with the selected objects in a first region 
(e.g; the selected object 60 and its associated indicia 67 as depicted in Fig. 8), at least 
one of the indicia associated with the selected objects in the second display image is in 
a different location than the respective location of the selectable object associated 
with the indicia in the first display image (e.g. the location of the cards indicia 
associated with the selected player 60 is different from the location of the selectable 
players 60-64 as depicted in Fig. 8), and one or more indicia associated with the 
unselected objects of the selectable objects in a second region distinct from the first 
region (Fig. 8), the location of at least one of the indieia associated with the unselected 
objects in the second display is in a different location than the location of the 
respective location of the selectable object associated with the indicia in the first 
display image (e.g. the location of the cards indicia associated with the unselected 
players 61-64 and the location of the of the respective selectable players 60-64 are 
different as depicted in Fig. 8). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 2-4, 7, 13-14, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Angel (U.S. Patent No. 6,695,695) in view of Hughs-Baird et al (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,439,995). 

Re claims 2 and 13, Angel does not explicitly disclose displaying the plurality 
selectable objects occurs in a bonus game. Hughs-Baird et al discloses displaying the 
plurality selectable objects occurs in a bonus game (col. 5, lines 31-35). It would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to apply displaying the plurality selectable objects in a bonus game as taught by 
Hughs-Baird et al to the method of Angel in order to provide the player a selection 
bonus game. 

Re claims 3 and 14, Hughs-Baird et al discloses displaying the plurality of 
selectable objects occurs in a basic game (Fig. 1). 

Re claim 4, Angel does not disclose that the indicia are indicative of an award, 
an end bonus marker, or a trigger for another game feature. However, Hughs-Baird 
discloses that the indicia are indicative of an award (col. 2, lines 52-54). It would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to replace the cards indicia of Angle with the award indicia of Hughs-Baird et al 
in order to enhance exciting of the game. 

Re claims 7 and 17, Hughs-Baird discloses that the second display image 
presents a total award based on the indicia associated with the selected objects (Fig. 3; 
col. 7, lines 65-67; and col. 8, line 1). 
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8. Claims 1 1 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Angel (U.S. Patent No. 6,695,695). 

Angel does not disclose presenting the first display image and the second 
display image on different displays. However, presenting different display images on 
different displays would have been well known and obvious matter of design choice. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 5/25/07 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kim T. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4441. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30AM to 
5:OOPM ET. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai, can be reached on (571) 272-7147. The central official fax 
number is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
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Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



^^T&T^g^ 

kn Kim T. Nguyen 

Date: August 3, 2007 Primary Examiner 

Art Unit 3714 



